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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the 
manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is 
mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

This is an interesting article that deals with an interesting and pertinent topic nowadays. However, I feel some 
weakness in the article/mini-review. In the introduction, the authors must clearly state what the is the research 
purpose of it and why. 
 
In the literature review I advise the authors to make a clear reference to the Brutland report, as the concept of 
sustainable development was largely developed from here. This report is only rarely referred to and the concept 
presented here is not referred by the authors. 
 
The article makes no reference to the methodology. What databases were used? How was the literature review 
processed? 
 
The conclusions are poor and I believe they can be deepened.  
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Instead of sustainable use the term of sustainability. Correct all citations. Some of them are wrongly referred.  

 

Optional/General comments 
anaible 

 
I also would to advise the authors to divide the literature review in two sections: one related with sustainable 
development and another to sustainable indicators.  
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Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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